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DETAILED ACTION 

This FINAL office action is a response to the amendments and remarks filed on 
10/03/2006. The remarks are not persuasive; therefore, the rejections based on the 
prior art of record US Pub. No. 2004/0193703 to Loewy et al. is maintained. Claims 1-18 
are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by US 
Pub. No. 2004/0193703 to Loewy et al. (Loewy). 

3. As to Claim 1, and similarly recited Claims 13 and 18, 

(a) modeling the hosting environment {Abstract: "...distributed, multi-user 
environments... distributed architecture...", Paragraph 0006: "...distributed 
architecture..."; Paragraph 0042: "Interface document types as described herein may 
refer to types of documents used or created with various... .integrated development 
environments... users (e.g. developers, system architects, editors, managers, end users 
etc.) may use a variety of interface document types to design or otherwise use interface 
documents in a distributed environment", e.g., by designing interface documents, i.e., 
application, which must be in conformance with the hosting environment (Paragraph 
0048), the hosting environment is modeled; Paragraph 0045: "...policy makers... define 
configure and assign policies...", i.e., by defining and configuring policies the host 
environment and application are modeled; Paragraph 0048: "...report results of the 
comparison, and/or may enable management or governance of the policies across the 
SOA", i.e., the Service Oriented Architecture (see Paragraph 0047) is modeled; 
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Paragraph 01 16: "The user may add or update project parameters such as project 
name, development environment, operating systems, budget, project scope, platforms, 
descriptions, etc."} such that the hosting environment model includes configurable 
hosting environment settings and constraints placed on the application model {Abstract: 
"Enterprise policies may be defined and configured"; Paragraph 0008: "...defining a 
policy element; providing configuration parameters for the policy element; and providing 
a policy definition that includes one or more policy elements"; Paragraph 0045: "...policy 
makers... define configure and assign policies..."; Paragraph 0049: "A policy typically 
describes rules... A policy may include procedures for implementing those rules..."; 
Paragraph 0085: "data modeling rules"; Paragraph 0098: "data modeling policy"; 
Paragraph 0116: "The user may add or update project parameters such as project 
name, development environment, operating systems, budget, project scope, platforms, 
descriptions, etc."}; 

(b) modeling the application {Paragraph 0042: "Interface documents as described 
herein may refer to... applications... that may by created, developed, designed, or 
otherwise used by users in a distributed environment"} such that the application model 
includes application settings and constraints placed on the hosting environment 
{Paragraph 0016: "...assigning a policy to the interface document types..."; Paragraph 
0045: "A policy element or conformance rule may be a rule or comparison that may be 
applied to one or more interface documents..."; Paragraph 0097: "A policy element 
may, for example, define a specific requirement or recommendation, such as a rule that 
may be enforceable in system 50"}; and 

(c) validating the design of the system by comparing the hosting environment 
model to the application model {Paragraph 0002: "...provide conformance and/or 
governance in, for example, a distributed architecture"; Paragraph 0048: "At block 23 
system server 54 may compare the received interface document to the pre-defined 
enterprise policies, to determine the interface document's conformance with the 
policies"; Paragraph 0051: "...interface documents may be configured to be tested for 
conformance for that particular policy element"; Paragraph 0056: "...typically detailed 
conformance test results (13), including whether certain policy elements or conformance 
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rules test 'passed' or 'failed' "; Paragraph 0073: "...checking validity of information and 
providing exceptions back to the User Interface Engine 201 when relevant"; Paragraph 
0118: '"System Conformance Process' "}. 

As to Claim 2, wherein the constraints include configuration parameters (Paragraphs 
0051, 0099). 

4. As to Claim 3, and similarly recited Claim 14, analyzing application settings to 
determine whether the settings satisfy the hosting environment constraints (Paragraph 
0048, and FIG. 2-3). 

5. As to Claim 4, and similarly recited Claim 15, analyzing hosting environment 
settings to determine whether the settings satisfy the application constraints (Paragraph 
0011, and FIG. 2-3). 

6. As to Claim 5, and similarly recited Claim 16, wherein the hosting environment 
comprises a distributed computing system (Abstract, Paragraph 0006, and FIG. 4). 

7. As to Claim 6, wherein the hosting, environment comprises a plurality of server 
computers (Abstract, Paragraph 0047, and FIG. 1 and 3-4). 

8. As to Claim 7, wherein the hosting environment comprises a logical computer 
workstation (Paragraph 0047). 

9. As to Claim 8, displaying on a display device a list of constraint conditions that 
are not satisfied (Paragraphs 0052, 0056, and FIG. 4). 

10. As to Claim 9, displaying a link in the list of constraint conditions that are not 
satisfied that links a condition in the list to a diagram that illustrates the condition 
(Paragraphs 0076, 0123, and 0141). 

11. As to Claim 10, displaying on a display device an error icon when a constraint is 
not satisfied (Paragraphs 0053 and 0224). 

12. As to Claim 1 1 , wherein (a) comprises creating a system definition model 
document (Paragraphs 0065, 0092, 0109,and FIG. 2-3, 6, and 8-9). 

13. As to Claim 12, wherein (b) comprises creating a system definition model 
document (Paragraphs 0065, 0096, 0109, and FIG. 2-3, 6, and 8-9). 

14. As to Claim 17, 

a) displaying application elements in a first region of a user interface (FIG. 22); 
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(b) displaying hosting environment elements in a second region of the user 
interface (FIG. 22); 

(c) in response to a command from a user (Paragraph 0221 and FIG. 22) moving 
elements from the first region to locations in the second region to bind application 
elements to hosting environment elements (FIG. 2-3, and 5-7); 

(d) validating the design by analyzing application and hosting environment 
settings to determine whether the settings satisfy hosting environment and application 
constraints, respectively {Paragraph 0002: "...provide conformance and/or governance 
in, for example, a distributed architecture"; Paragraph 0048: "At block 23 system server 
54 may compare the received interface document to the pre-defined enterprise policies, 
to determine the interface document's conformance with the policies"; Paragraph 0051 : 
"...interface documents may be configured to be tested for conformance for that 
particular policy element"; Paragraph 0056: "...typically detailed conformance test 
results (13), including whether certain policy elements or conformance rules test 
'passed' or 'failed' "; Paragraph 0073: "...checking validity of information and providing 
exceptions back to the User Interface Engine 201 when relevant"; Paragraph 01 18: " 
'System Conformance Process' "}; and 

(e) displaying validation errors in a third region of the user interface {Paragraph 
0053: "...an alert message may be sent to a user informing him/her of, e.g., an interface 
document that does not conform to a policy; FIG. 23}. 



15. The applicants state, "the "policies" of Loewy are not equivalent to (nor do they 
suggest) the "settings and constraints" as recited in the rejected claims". 



17. Loewy's "policies" are used to assign settings and constraints (Paragraph 0008, 
0045, 0049, 0085, 0098, 0116) to the distributed architecture, i.e., hosting environment 
model, and application model (Paragraphs 0016, 0042, 0045, 0097). The application 
model's policies (Paragraphs 0016, 0042, 0045, 0097) are compared with the policies of 
the distributed architecture (Paragraphs 0002, 0048, 0051, 0056, 0073), i.e., hosting 



Response to Applicant Remarks 



16. 




A 
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environment, to determine conformance (Paragraphs 0002, 0048, 0051, 0056, 0073), 
i.e., validation of the system. 

18. By way of defining, configuring, adding, updating, modeling, and assigning 
policies (Abstract; Paragraphs 0045, 0085, 0098, 0116); modeling (Abstract; 
Paragraphs 0042, 0045, 0047-0048, 0085, 0098, 0116) of the system comprising 
distributed architecture (Abstract; Paragraphs 0006> 0042, 0045, 0047-0048, 0116), i.e., 
hosting environment model, and application model (Paragraph 0042) is performed. 

Conclusion 

19. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

20. A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

21 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Suresh Memula whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
8046. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8am-4:30pm EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jack Chiang can be reached on (571) 272-7483. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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22. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Suresh Memula 
Art Unit 2825 
December 7, 2006 




